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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Manuscript Title: Effect of Aqueous Extract of Moringa oleifera Leaves and Vernonia amygdalina Leaves on Carbon Tetrachloride (CCl4)-Induced Liver Injury in Wistar Rats
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? – Abstract is comprehensive and align with the main part of the manuscript. But in the abstract conclusion author should clarify that leaf extracts have hepatoprotective or hepato-curative effect as the study did not mention that CCL4 was administered before or after the extract administration.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Importance of manuscript in the scientific Community: This study will provide a great impact in new drug development for liver disorder. As liver diseases are increasing day by day, this study will explore the safer and affordable therapeutic benefits using natural sources. This study will offer a countless effect on Ethnopharmacology.

Title suitability: In my opinion this title is suitable.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Sections and structure of the manuscript: It was appropriate.

Reference: 

All references are not recent. It would be better to avoid the references from 1992,1998, 1997. The discussion sections should be more elaborative and more references can be included.

	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Correction: 

1. In the study design 2.6- Use Group II instead of Group 1I.

2. In the 2.6- In case of group III, IV, V - CCL4 given or not? If CCL4 was given then it should be mentioned the timing and duration like CCL4 was given in day 1 or Day 2 or Every day for 14 days.

3. In the 3.1.2- Urea level in the description not reported though glucose level previously mentioned. This will lack uniformity.

4. In the 3.1.3- Here lack of clarification that CCl₄-treated group liver enzyme increased, but was it increased significantly or not?"

5.The last line of 3.1.3 was confusing. It states that the combined effect is more effective in reversing the liver enzyme- here the author did not study the extract separately so here instead of saying “more effective” author can write “effective” only.

Tables and Graphs: These are not prepared in microsoft word file. It should prepared in same word file where manuscript are written.
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